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I^RsncTsr 
( TTSTCcI 1<tMPT ) 

pf 'fe#, 3 WH1, 2000 
it. 138/2000-tftH%*S 

HT.«FiUpT. 845(3T).—srfnfHH 9ifaHiHl, TP^ 3ptf(H>T H HT W PiHfo tHPJ 

3lfHfHHH, 1975 (1975 HIT 51) Hit IF# 3T’3*JHt % IT. 2907.23 % 3T?pfa 3# MI& ftoVitM-H; % 3T1HITT % HP# Hit 

HRcT % TPPTH, STHTHRH, HPT I, <9^5 1, dltt^ 19 *114, 1997^" 9'fllR'la 3T# ^PtlH Pl 6c h c lT% 3TIHP HI'Pr^pf HT Hj|4 
:— 

(Hi) TPSJ HPtftHTT4f *y?io: ■srniRpi MIHITT it Phy,HT^ 14*1'441 ci-1^HU HlW Hit (4"41(1HTHT-H itH>H *Jjr4 

HtfH>HTHHI%; 

(th) h# <syln Hit <nfr=iH> ssfrr 4§4l 3ftr 

(H) H^JHH IP? ■^‘tR'W if *^510: -icHlRfl HTHTFTit it T ft^ > '3lJl T T “fit SlftT^ 

t; 

3rtl 3TfH%Tf MiPwlil % 'jql'sM Pi^^T % HTHK HT %HttH *k«i>n. H!W % TTHfHH, 3TTTIHTT ,, I, HPT II, <a u « 3, 

(i), Hitter 29 3T$PT, 1997 Pf Wf?M HITH 7TTHTT % fpH WtfH (TFHTH 1HHFT) Hit 3TfHTJHHT H. 40/97-4lHT^<^b, HR# 29 
3P#, 1997 5KI yRlMTHH ^JHHT3lfHTrfHH f^THT HI; 3ttr 3TfH%H VlfH=FTTt, gpfifeitHFT *f, HITS % TFHHH, 3THPIPHT, HFTI,T5P»51, 
HIT# 30 3PTTH, 2000 4f HHTlfTRT 3T# srfpTH RPHTH? % •STPIP HT TH fH4H HT Hg% f fHT— 

(Hi) TtgHH TP? -34AR=+il 4f TJTW: 'UTHlfel HT HPT it PprfiT ftpr tjti Hit HTTH 4' 7TFTPH ^ HPT HT 

pTHpI fHPJT HHT %; 

(IS) tHHHIHfr^Hlit tHH^^<H -^%3TPTTH^ , s^H^tHHit3p^HPrHitgTHfH%^klHH^ <»PwH > f; 

(H) fHHHT#! ^ HTHlf^ HI HHI ^ PinfH HTi % fHHfH ^'H<^'5r?lpT Hit Hilf ?lftr 

■&; Hltl 
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(i-f) tftr £ fsra^RtcT-Tj % simr rt fostHH rTcirihr % trtrt R^-srihr r;) *ft 

-qT stmf srftr #t r5) rmtrrt ■'iff t; 

arc-., sra, RtstR, tfrtR atfafwr vro 9R> ^ ^wti (6) sfa tftr? (Rtfer ^ 

fwt, 1995 23%RmRf^R4t1 RKr9RtR$t 

rrrrt (i) srcr ■sn^tiwfi«t4f rsj mr? 1 §qr, stthfot Rifa^rA % m* f*raR.^ % rtri^ w % RRm, 

sramPR, Mmu, 3, (0 3 wfmMror rrfr%(ttstc* faMm) «& 3tf*R£ERTR. 40/97 

fll-O^sl 29 313<51, 1997 'M5t, fRo'JsH Rt ^ R>) R^ RT f4*^ ^TT% ^ ciH R?f R^ ^Kii R>t RTRR % fRtfffSR 4>ttl ^ 1 

[mt. R. 356/160/2000--H[3IR7j] 
■MIRT 3>MH frtRR, 5fR{ RfRR 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 3rd November, 2000 
No. 138/2000-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R. 845(E).— WHEREAS in the matter of import of Bisphenol-A, falling under sub 

> 

heading No. 2907.23 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), 
originating in, or exported from, the United States of America, the designated authority vide its 
final findings, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 19 th 
March, 1997 had come to the conclusion that - 

(a) Bisphenol-A, originating in, or exported from, the United States of America, has 
been exported to India below its normal value; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; and 

(c ) the injury has been caused to the domestic industry by exports originating in, or 
exported from, the United States of America ; ' 

AND WHEREAS on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the 
Central Government had imposed an anti-dumping duty vide notification of tlye Government of 
India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 40/97-Customs, dated the 29 th 
April 1997, published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, 
dated the 29 th April, 1997; 

AND WHEREAS the designated authority vide its final findings in review, published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 30 th August, 2000 has come to the 

' ' ' 7 

conclusion that - 

(a) Bisphenol-A, originating in, or exported from, the United States of America, has 
been exported to India below its normal value; 

(b) the domestic industry has not suffered any material injury from imports of 
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(c ) no injury has been caused to the domestic industry by the exports of Bisphenol-A, 
originating in, or exported from subject country ; and 
(d) cessation of existing anti-dumping duty on imports of Bisphenol-A from the 
subject country, is not likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of injury to the 
domestic industry; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 9A of 
the said Customs Tariff Act, read with sub-section (6) of the said section 9A and rule 23 of the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government, after considering 
the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, hereby rescinds the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No.40/97-Customs, 
dated the 29 ,h day of April, 1997, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section 
3, Sub-section (i), except as respect things done or omitted to be done before such recission. 

[F. No. 356/160/2000-TRU] 
PRASHANT KUMAR S1NHA, Under Secy. 
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